Dear Editor, I would like to congratulate Gutierrez-Diaz et al. for their work about the visual function on patients with sleep apnea and normal-tension glaucoma [1] , and would like to make a few remarks. I would like to have more details on the selection of patients. It is written "the patients were recruited from a total of 118 patients referred to the glaucoma department". Could we know how many patients had a glaucoma, and what was the diagnosis for the others ? Had all patients a glaucoma ?
Could the authors explain the sentence: "A total of 14 patients were diagnosed with glaucoma, of which ten had NTG (normal-tension glaucoma)". Does it mean that only 14 patients of the 118 had glaucoma, and that 10 patients of the 14 had NTG ? This represents a proportion of NTG very high, 71 %. If we calculate the proportion of NTG patients in relation to patients referred to the glaucoma department, the proportion is 8.7 %. The prevalence of NTG in the population increases with age, ranging from 0.2 % in the 43 to 54 age group and up to 1.6 % in those over 75 years of age [2] . And the proportion of NTG to glaucoma patients is different according to the authors from 7 to 65 %. But the problem is the definition of NTG. The authors give it, but they don't report the measures of pachymetry, which are necessary to make the good diagnosis [3] . Did the authors make this measure ? Could we have the results ? Do the patients have a real NTG ?
An other point is about OCT (optical coherence tomography). The normal values are given according to the age of the patients. But there is a significant difference between the control group and the non-glaucoma group, and between the non-glaucoma group and the NTG group (Table 1 in their paper). Even if it doesn't change the final results, I think it should be noticed by the authors.
Thank you for your response.
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